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Abstract  
This paper proposes an analytical model to predict the lateral distribution of 
streamwise velocity for flow in a curved channel with vertical sides, based on the 
depth-integrated Navier-Stokes equations.  The model includes the effects of bed 
friction, lateral turbulence and secondary flows, where the additional secondary flow 
is approximated by a linear relationship, as demonstrated by the limited data which 
are available.  Two analytical solutions for the depth-averaged velocity are obtained, 
one for a flat bed and another for a bed with a transverse slope.  Two parameters 
(denoted by m and n herein), which define the secondary flow, have been examined 
to analyse how they affect the velocity distribution in these two cases.  Comparison 
of the analytical results with the limited experimental data available shows that the 
proposed model predicts the lateral distributions of depth-averaged velocity well.  
Further studies are needed to validate the values of the model parameters (m and n) 
for bends with different geometric properties. 
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 7 
Abstract  8 
This paper proposes an analytical model to predict the lateral distribution of streamwise velocity for 9 
flow in a curved channel with vertical sides, based on the depth-integrated Navier-Stokes equations.  10 
The model includes the effects of bed friction, lateral turbulence and secondary flows, where the 11 
additional secondary flow is approximated by a linear function of the lateral distance, as 12 
demonstrated by the limited data which are available.  Two analytical solutions for the depth-13 
averaged velocity are obtained, one for a flat bed and another for a bed with a transverse slope.  14 
Two parameters (denoted by m and n herein), which define the secondary flow, have been 15 
examined to analyse how they affect the velocity distribution in these two cases.  Comparison of the 16 
analytical results with the limited experimental data available shows that the proposed model 17 
predicts the lateral distributions of depth-averaged velocity well.  Further studies are needed to 18 
validate the values of the model parameters (m and n) for bends with different geometric 19 
properties. 20 
 21 
Introduction 22 
Since the early work of Rozovskii (1957), flow in channel bends has been studied by several 23 
researchers (e.g. Engelund 1974, Ascanio and Kennedy 1983, Yalin 1992, Yeh and Kennedy 1993, Jin 24 
and Steffler 1993, Khan and Steffler 1996).  Noticeable development on the knowledge and 25 
understanding of the flow structure of bend are made recently (e.g. Blanckaert & Graf, 2001, 2004; 26 
Blanckaert & de Vriend, 2003, 2005, 2010; Blanckaert et al. 2008; Constantinescu et al. 2011, 2013; 27 
Jamieson et al. 2010, 2013; Kashyap et al. 2012; Sukhodolov 2012, Ottevanger et al. 2013).  The 28 
experimental data of velocity in a bend show two circulation cells in a cross section: alongside the 29 
classical helical motion (centre-region cell), a weaker counter-rotating cell (outer-bank cell) is 30 
formed in the corner of the outer bank near the water surface (Blanckaert & Graf, 2001).  Blanckaert 31 
& Graf (2004) found the advective momentum transport by the central-region cell significantly 32 
affects the velocity profile and bed shear stress in a sharp bend, by evaluating each term of the 33 
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momentum equations using available experimental data.  The cross-stream circulation in a bend was 34 
further studied by detailed 3D velocity measurements (Blanckaert et al. 2008; Jamieson et al. 2010, 35 
2013). van Balen et al. (2009) and Stoesser et al. (2010) analyzed the pattern of secondary flow cell 36 
in a bend and its impact on the bed shear stress in terms of 3D numerical modelling, while others 37 
have developed simpler, 2D models, e.g., Hsieh and Yang (2003).  With respect to 2D modelling, 38 
Blanckaert (2005) stated that “… conventional depth-averaged two dimensional (2D) models are 39 
intrinsically unable to account for the secondary flow ...”.  Blanckaert’s statement has highlighted 40 
the need for a secondary flow correction when 2D models are applied to simulate flow in bends, 41 
particularly by supplementing the 2D models with a closure sub-model for the secondary flow.  42 
 43 
Camporeale et al. (2007) have given a review on commonly used simple models for curved rivers to 44 
illustrate the interconnected processes among the hydrodynamics, bed morphodynamics and bank 45 
morphodynamics. Most existing hydrodynamics models for curved channel flow take account for the 46 
impact of secondary flow using a parameterization that is based on the hypothesis of mild curvature. 47 
For example, Johannesson and Parker (1989) used a perturbation expansion to linearize the depth-48 
integration momentum equation, where the secondary flow was parameterized with an empirical 49 
shape function for the vertical distribution of primary velocity. Thus based on the linearity and 50 
gradual variation assumptions, the representation of the secondary flow is justified for small 51 
curvature channels, but it is not appropriate in moderately and strongly curved bends. For strongly 52 
curved bends, Blanckaert & De Vriend (2003, 2010) proposed a sub-model for a nonlinear treatment 53 
of the secondary flow in the depth-averaged momentum equation, where the secondary flow was 54 
parameterized through a correction factor which depends on the so-called bend parameter. Thus 55 
the derived nonlinear sub-model was a reduced-order equation. Ottevanger et al. (2013) extended 56 
the non-linear model of Blanckaert & De Vriend (2010) to the bed morphology in strongly curved 57 
bends.  However, it is worth noting that all these sub-models were not directly to resolve the 2D 58 
depth-averaged momentum equations rather than they further reduced the equations by taking the 59 
average or the first moment in lateral direction. 60 
 61 
Similar arguments have often drawn attention against quasi 2D models in straight channels, e.g., the 62 
Shiono & Knight model (SKM) (Shiono & Knight, 1991; Tang & Knight, 2008, 2009) has often been 63 
accused of being too simplistic, yet it has yielded significant insight into the flow dynamics in straight 64 
channels and has enabled reasonably accurate predictions of depth-averaged velocities, boundary 65 
shear and channel discharge to be made in natural rivers (Abril and Knight, 2004; Knight et al. 2007, 66 
2010a&b; Knight 2012, Sharifi and Sterling, 2009).  The aim of this paper is to illustrate that it is 67 
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possible to use the SKM to accurately predict the lateral distribution of depth-averaged velocities in 68 
bends by solving the depth-averaged momentum equation.   69 
 70 
Before describing the mathematics relating to the SKM model it will be beneficial to outline in 71 
qualitative terms the secondary flow associated with a number of features inherent in bend flow.  72 
Since this discussion is purely qualitative, flow around a “general” bend will be discussed, as 73 
illustrated in Fig. 1.  It is reasonably straightforward to demonstrate that a lateral pressure gradient 74 
exists between the inner and outer banks which are proportional to the local streamwise velocity 75 
squared and inversely proportional to the distance from the centre of curvature of the channel.  76 
Combined with the effect of boundary layer drag arising from the channel bed, the flow in a curved 77 
channel will have some relatively large scale vorticity, resulting in what is commonly termed 78 
‘Prandtl’s secondary flow of the first kind’ (Schlichting, 1979).  Fig. 1 illustrates that the flow can be 79 
dominated by one large scale secondary flow cell which extends from the inner bank to cover most 80 
of the cross section and a corresponding small secondary flow cell near the water surface at the 81 
outer bank.  This is remarkably different from what is known to exist in a straight channel where a 82 
series of secondary flow cells arise as a result of the anisotropy in Reynolds stresses (Nezu et al. 83 
1993; Albayrak and Lemmin, 2011).  Fig. 2 illustrates that at a particular cross section the flow can be 84 
conceptualised to consist of a number of different secondary flow cells which ensure that lateral 85 
gradient of (UV)d (where U represents the local streamwise velocity, V represents the local 86 
transverse velocity and the subscript d denotes a depth average) varies across the channel.  A full 87 
explanation of how (UV)d is associated to the secondary cell  can be seen in the paper by Knight et al. 88 
(2007).  Subsequent sections will discuss the importance of (UV)d but for now it is sufficient to note 89 
that it can be interpreted as an indicator of the strength of secondary flow cell. Hypothesising this 90 
distribution for the case illustrated in Fig. 1 would suggest that the flow domain could be discretized 91 
into four panels – two large panels corresponding to the large secondary flow cell and smaller panels 92 
centred around the outer bend secondary flow cell.  Indeed, given the relative size of the both flow 93 
cells it could be postulated that it is not unreasonably too simple to just use a two panel structure, 94 
i.e., effectively ignoring the contribution of the smaller flow cell.  The feasibility of this is addressed 95 
below.  96 
 97 
Theoretical background 98 
 99 
The governing continuity and Reynolds Averaged Navier-Stokes equations for the streamwise 100 
motion of a fluid element in a curved channel (a cylindrical coordinate system), with a plane bed 101 
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inclined in the streamwise direction, shown in Fig.2 (a flat surface is assumed as simplicity), may be 102 
written as (Chang, 1998): 103 
 

 + + 	 + 
 = 0 (1) 104 
 

 + (	) + ()	 + 2 	
 + (

 + 

 + 

	 + 2 


 ) = −   + F (2) 105 
where the overbar and prime denote the time-averaged value and fluctuation of velocity 106 
respectively, r is a radius of the curvature, and the velocity components {u,v,w} correspond to the 107 
coordinates {s,n,z} or corresponding {x,y,z},  s-streamwise parallel to the channel bed, n-lateral and 108 
z-normal to the bed, ρ = fluid density, t= time, Fs = unit body force in the direction s, and p = 109 
pressure. 110 
 111 
Multiplying Eq.(1) by ū and subtracting the resulting equation from (2) yields 112 
 u  + v +w 	 + 	
 = −   + F − (

 + 

 + 

	 + 2 


 )  (3) 113 
When compared to a Cartesian coordinate system (x, y, z) in a straight channel, (3) has two 114 
additional terms: 
	

  on the left side and 2 


   on the right side.  115 
 116 
For a curved open channel with a gradually varied flow along the streamwise direction, it is assumed 117 
that  Fs = 0 (streamwise) and that ∂p/∂s= gSo, where So is bed slope of channel and g is acceleration 118 
of gravity.  Thus Eq. (3) can be rewritten as 119 
    + 
(	)
 + 
()
	 ! = ρgS% −  &

 + 

 + 

	 ' − 2ρ(	
 + 


 ) (4) 120 
For simplicity, Eq. (4) can be written as.  121 
    + 
(	)
 + 
()
	 ! = ρgS% +  ()) + (*) + (+)	 ! − 2ρ(	
 + 


 ) (5) 122 
In an open channel flow under steady flow, by depth-averaging equation (5), and noting that the 123 
velocity component of w at both the surface and the bottom of channel can be neglected, Eq.(5) 124 
becomes as: 125 
   ,-. + ,
(	).
 ! = ρgHS% +  ,()) + ,(*) ! − 2ρ0 (	
 + 


 )dz,3  (6) 126 
For a curved channel in fully developed flow conditions, where it is assumed that  
,-.
 ≈ 0 and 127 
,())
 ≈ 0  in the streamwise direction at a section, Eq.(6) becomes to: 128 
  ,(	). = ρgHS% + ,(*) − τ671+  − 2ρ0 (	
 + 


 )dz,3  (7) 129 
where the long overbar or subscript (d) denotes a depth-averaged value, τb is the bed shear stress, ss 130 
is the channel side slope of the banks (1:ss, vertical: horizontal), H is the flow depth, {τns , τzs } are 131 
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Reynolds stresses on planes perpendicular to the n and z directions respectively, and the depth-132 
averaged velocity Ud is defined as 133 
 U: = ,0 udz,3  (8) 134 
In a Cartesian coordinate system, where {x,y,z} represent {s,n,z} respectively, as shown in Fig.2, 135 
Eq.(7) is written as  136 
  ,(	).; = ρgHS% +
,(<=
; − τ671 +  − 2ρ0 (	
 + 


 )dz,3  (9) 137 
Eq.(9) is the depth-averaged form of the momentum equation for flow in a curved channel.  In a 138 
straight channel, where the radius (r) of the curvature become infinite (∞), the last term on the RHS 139 
of Eq.(9) becomes zero, hence 140 
  141 
  ,(	).; = ρgHS% +
,(<=
; − τ671 +  (10) 142 
which is the same equation as that given by Shiono and Knight (1991).  Eq.(10) also shows that the 143 
secondary flow (the term on LHS) and the last term on RHS (due to the curvature of channel) affect 144 
the flow contributing to balance the body force and Reynolds stress.  145 
 146 
Development of a new analytical model 147 
In a curved channel, the governing depth-averaged momentum equation (9) can be rewritten as 148 
 ρgHS% + ,(<=; − τ671 +  =  ,
(	).
; + 2ρ0 (	
 + 


 )dz,3  (11) 149 
The terms on the RHS of Eq.(11) include the secondary flow term (1
st
 term) and the contribution of 150 
additional Reynolds stress due to curvature (2
nd
 term). Eq. (11) can apply to a straight channel where 151 
the second terms on the RHS will not exist. In a straight channel, the secondary flow term (1
st
 term 152 
of RHS in Eq.11) is assumed to be a constant value (Γ), based on detailed measurements (Shiono and 153 
Knight, 1991).  However, there are few corresponding measurements for curved channels.  Hence it 154 
is not fully understood how much the additional Reynolds stress term in Eq. (11) contributes to the 155 
overall balance. Blanckaert and de Vriend (2003, 2010) proposed as a first approximation to a 156 
parabolic width distribution of the RHS terms. Similarly, as a first attempt we here assume that the 157 
overall RHS contribution varies linearly cross the channel from the centre of channel bend (see Fig. 158 
2), and hence can be described in the form of m + n y, where m and n are constants that depend on 159 
the turbulence characteristics and the geometry of the curved channel. The aim is thus to explore 160 
whether there exists any form of analytical solution for the depth-averaged velocity in a curved 161 
channel that ensures this approximate distribution of the RHS of Eq. (11).  In later sections, a 162 
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preliminary analysis is made using the limited experimental data that are available, and this shows 163 
that such an approximation is reasonable and leads to useful results.  164 
 165 
Therefore, the linear relationship between the additional flow term [RHS of Eq. (11)] and the lateral 166 
distance (y), is assumed to be given by 167 
 ρ ,(	).; + 2ρ0 >	
 + 


 ?dz,3 = @ + Ay (12) 168 
where m and n are constants to take into account the influence of secondary flow and the additional 169 
Reynolds stress due to curvature of the flow.  For simplicity, let Ω = m + ny , then  170 
 ρ
,(	).
; + 2ρ0 >	
 + 


 ?dz,3 = Ω (13) 171 
Further discussion on this assumption is given later. Combining Eqs. (11) and (12) gives 172 
 ρgHS% + ,(<=; − τ671 +  = @ + AC (14) 173 
Through Eq. (8) and the following assumptions (15),  174 
 τ6 = >DE? ρU:F ;  τ;G = ρε;G -.;  ;   ε;G = IU∗H (15) 175 
where U* = shear velocity [= (τb/ρ)
1/2
], Eq. (14) can be rewritten as 176 
 ρgHS% − ρ KEU:F >1 + ?
/F + ; MρIHF >KE?
/F U: -.; N = m + ny                  (16) 177 
where  f = Darcy-Weisbach friction factor, and λ = dimensionless eddy viscosity. 178 
 179 
For given coefficients (f, λ, m and n), Eq.(16) becomes a constant coefficient ordinary differential 180 
equation for the velocity variable (Ud
2
) with respect to the lateral distance (y).  An analytical solution 181 
to Eq.(16) can be obtained as follows (Tang & Knight, 2008a): 182 
 183 
<1>For a domain of constant depth: 184 
 U: = (AeST + AFeUST + k)/F (17) 185 
 186 
 k = EWXY,D − EZD (@ + Ay) ;  γ = 7F\ >DE?
/] 
,     (18) 187 
 188 
<2> For a domain with linearly varying bed (1:ss):  189 
 U: = A^ξ` + A]ξU(`a) +ωξ + η/F (19) 190 
 191 
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 α = − F+ F71 + 	√a

\ f8h;   ω = Wijak	ll/Zfmn))
)) >op?U q))fD/E
 ;   η = U(ra,k	ll)
Z7a m))	>
o
p?
 (20) 192 
 193 
in which A1-A4 are unknown constants, and ξ is the local depth given by ξ =H -y /ss (for y>0).   194 
 195 
Validation of secondary flow term in the new model 196 
 197 
The proposed approximation for the secondary flow and additional Reynolds stress due to curvature 198 
[RHS of Eq.(11) ] is in the form of Eq.12. Many experimental researches have been undertaken on 199 
flows in river bends, but the majority of measurements have only focused on streamwise and lateral 200 
velocities.  There is little data available on 3D flow velocities and stresses.  Booij (2003) investigated 201 
the secondary flow in a 180
o 
rectangular bend flume by undertaking detailed measurement of 3D 202 
velocities using a 3D LDV system.  Such a valuable data set enables one to evaluate both the 203 
secondary flow and the additional Reynolds stress terms in a curved channel, i.e. all the terms on the 204 
RHS of Eq. (11).  The cross-section of the 0.5m wide flume was rectangular and the radius of 205 
curvature of the centre of flume was 4.10m, as shown in Fig. 3.  The flow depth was set at 0.052m 206 
for this particular series of experiments. 207 
 208 
Two detailed data sets, at two cross-sections 29
o
 and 135
o
 from the entrance of flume, are given by 209 
van Balen et al. (2009), and are repeated in Fig.4.  The flow at the 135
o
 cross-section was found to be 210 
fully developed, and therefore this set of data was used to evaluate the secondary flow and the 211 
additional Reynolds stress terms in Eq. (20). 212 
 213 
To validate the approximate expression in Eq. (12), each term on the left side of Eq. (12) has been 214 
evaluated from the data extracted from Fig.4 (after van Balen et al., 2009).  The results are analysed 215 
and given by Figures 5-7.  Fig.5 shows an approximately linear variation of the secondary flow term 216 
H(u	v): from inner (left) to outer (right) side along the cross section of channel with a maximum 217 
located slight towards the left of the central line.  A similar approximately linear variation of the 218 
additional Reynolds stress term, 2ρ0 >	
 + 


 ?dz,3 , is given in Fig.6. The corresponding total 219 
additional secondary flow term, H(u	v): + 2ρ0 >	
 + 


 ?dz,3 , termed as Ω for convenience as 220 
shown in Eq. (13), is given in Fig.7, which clearly demonstrates an approximate bilinear transverse 221 
distribution of the total additional secondary flow term (RHS of Eq. 11). Therefore, the 222 
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approximation given by Eq. (12) appears to be reasonable. In the next section we analyze how the 223 
coefficients (m,n) affect the predicted distributions. 224 
 225 
Discussion of Results 226 
 227 
In order to model the lateral distribution of depth-averaged velocity, as shown by Eqs. (17) and (19),  228 
four parameters (f, λ; m and n) are needed, where m and n represents the total additional flow term 229 
in a curved channel, expressed as  the right side Ω of Eq.(11). The parameters (f, λ,  Γ), where Γ is 230 
the secondary flow term defined as  ,(	).;  , have been studied extensively for different cases in 231 
straight channels by Shiono & Knight (1991), Abril & Knight (2004), McGahey (2006), McGahey et al. 232 
(2006), Chlebek & Knight (2006), Knight et al.(2007, 2010a&b) and Tang & Knight (2008a,b).  They 233 
found the model was less sensitive to λ for overbank flows than for inbank flows, and that even 234 
constant values of f, λ and Γ in particular panels or zones (groups of panels) may give satisfactory 235 
results.  In the following section, the influence of Ω on the lateral distribution of velocity is 236 
discussed, using modelling results for curved rectangular channels with a flat bed. 237 
 238 
Boundary Conditions for solution of Ud  239 
For the channel shown in Fig.8, the cross-section may be divided into several panels (i) with either 240 
constant depth or linear depth domains, where the analytical solutions of Ud given by (17) and (19) 241 
apply respectively.  Two unknown constants A1 and A2 (Eq. 17) or A3 and A4 (Eq. 19) in each domain 242 
can be obtained using appropriate boundary conditions as follows (see Fig.8): 243 
 The no-slip condition, i.e. Ud =0 at the remote boundaries; 244 
 The continuity of the velocity Ud at each domain junction, i.e.  Ud
(i)
 = Ud
(i+1)
  at y=b; 245 
 The continuity of unit force (H yxτ ) at each domain junction, i.e. [H yxτ ]
(i)
 =  [H yxτ ]
(i+1)
 at y=b. 246 
It follows using (16) for a continuous depth domain that the continuity of unit force at each junction 247 
is as given by (Tang and Knight, 2008b):  248 
 >μ -.; ?
(t) = >μ -.; ?
(ta)
 with  μ = λfh     (21) 249 
where i is panel number.  250 
 251 
Modelling philosophy and calibration coefficients 252 
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The philosophy adopted in the analytical solutions (17) & (19) is based on a constant value for (m, n) 253 
used to determine the distribution of Ω for each panel, whether the panel has a flat bed or a linearly 254 
varying sloping bed.  The cross-section of the channel can normally be split into a number of panels 255 
in which the calibration parameters are held constant.  Generally panel boundaries are chosen 256 
where the flow depth is discontinuous or changes.  In those cases characterized by complex 257 
secondary flow cells, further division of the channel may be required.  More details about how to 258 
divide the channel according to the size and distribution of secondary cells is given by Knight et al. 259 
(2007).  The friction factor in each panel is normally assumed to be constant, based on experimental 260 
results and by using the back calculated values from Darcy-Weisbach equation. To simplify the 261 
calibration procedure, and to make the work of the modeller easier, a constant ‘standard’ value for λ 262 
for most panels (λ = 0.07) is assumed.     263 
 264 
Modelling results for a curved rectangular channel 265 
This session examines the impact of the total additional secondary flow term (Ω) on the lateral 266 
velocity distribution using the model in a smooth curved rectangular channel similar to that used in 267 
the flume experiments by Booij (2003). The channel bed slope is set at 0.0001, and the channel 268 
width is 0.50m with various curvature radius r, as shown in Fig. 9, where y is towards outside bank of 269 
the channel,  B = channel width, H = flow depth, and b1 and b2 are the panel widths respectively for 270 
panels (1) and (2).  For all cases values of ρ =1000 kg/m3 and g =9.807 m/s2 were adopted.    271 
In the modelling, f = 0.010 was used for the smooth channel, and the total additional secondary flow 272 
term Ω (= m + ny) is assumed to be bi-linearly distributed over the channel width, with Ω = 0 at the 273 
edge of channel, implying that m = 0 in panel (1).  To test how the n value and the ratio of b1/B 274 
(B=b1+b2) affect the velocity distribution, some results are shown in Figs. 10-11, along with the 275 
experimental data by Booij (2003). 276 
Fig.10 shows that the velocity decreases as n increases, and the velocity distribution is symmetric as 277 
expected due to the two equal width panels used for the same n-value. It also shows that the results 278 
using n =0.02 agree with the data reasonably well, and that the results without secondary flow 279 
overestimate slightly, as it is not surprising for the mild curved channel (R/B = 8.2).  280 
As the data reveal that the secondary cells are not symmetric, we examined how the panel size 281 
(corresponding to the secondary cell distribution) affects the velocity distribution.  The modelled 282 
results with varying b1/B ratios are shown in Fig.11, which demonstrates that the velocity 283 
distribution is skewed towards the inside bank as the maximum secondary flow location changes 284 
from 30% to 70% of whole channel width away to the inner bank.  285 
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However, the value of m (Ω = m + ny) at the two banks of a channel is unlikely to be zero in most 286 
cases.  This can be explained as follows: although the velocity components (u,v) at the edge of a 287 
channel are zero, the data for H(u	v): show that it varies approximately linearly over the majority 288 
of the channel, except at the extreme edges.  Therefore the gradient of  H(u	v):  is not zero at 289 
these extreme points, but has a limiting small value.  To further explore how the values of (m, n) 290 
affect the velocity distribution, a comparison of the results with varying m1 (value of m in panel 1) is 291 
given in Fig. 12, whereas Fig.13 shows results of velocity distribution for varying m2 (value of m in 292 
panel 2).  In the modelling, the same channel was used with b1/B = 50%.  Fig.12 shows that m1 has a 293 
significant impact on the velocity distribution, and the velocity decreases as m1 increases, which 294 
results in a skewed distribution of velocity.  Fig.13 shows m2 has a similar impact to m1.  This 295 
demonstrates that the model is capable of predicting the lateral distribution of velocity using 296 
appropriate values for m1 and m2. 297 
 298 
Conclusions 299 
Based on a RANS approach and the assumption of a bi-linear distribution for the additional 300 
secondary flow terms, an analytical model is proposed that predicts the lateral distribution of depth-301 
averaged velocity of flow in curved open channels.  The two parameters (m, n) for the total 302 
additional secondary flow term, Ω (=m+ny), have been examined for their impacts on the velocity 303 
distribution for typical case in a rectangular channel with flat bed.  The following conclusions may be 304 
drawn: 305 
 306 
1) The additional flow term (Ω) can be approximated by a linear variation with lateral distance, as 307 
given by Eqs. (12) and (13).  This has been validated using the limited data that are available. 308 
2) Based on the premise of point (1) the two analytical solutions for Ud, given by Eqs. (17) and (19), 309 
are shown to describe the lateral distribution of depth-averaged velocity in a curved rectangular 310 
channel for a flat bed and a sloping side bed respectively.  311 
3) It is demonstrated that the modelled results agree reasonably well with the limited experimental 312 
data.    313 
4) Model tests for a curved rectangular channel with flat bed show that m values have a significant 314 
influence on the results, as shown by Figs. 12 & 13.  By contrast, n values have a relatively small 315 
impact on the results, as shown by Figs. 10 & 11.  316 
5) Although the model is capable of predicting the lateral distribution of depth-averaged velocity, 317 
further experimental work is needed to valid the m and n values and to define the number and 318 
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position of the dominant secondary flow cells in bends with different geometries. 319 
 320 
Notation: 321 
yxε  = depth-averaged eddy viscosity, defined by (15);  322 
{u,v,w} = velocity components in the coordinates {s,n,z}  or {x,y.z} directions; 323 
A1 to A4  = constants in (17) and (19); 324 
B =  bed width of channel; 325 
b1 , b2 = panel width of channel ; 326 
f = Darcy-Weisbach friction factor, defined by (15); 327 
g = gravitational acceleration; 328 
H = flow depth in channel; 329 
k = coefficient constant, defined by (18); 330 
ss = channel side slope (1:ss, vertical : horizontal); 331 
So = channel bed slope; 332 
U* = shear velocity [= (τb/ρ)
1/2
];   333 
Ud = depth-averaged streamwise velocity, defined by (8); 334 
x = streamwise co-ordinate; 335 
y = lateral co-ordinate; 336 
z = co-ordinate normal to bed; 337 
λ = dimensionless eddy viscosity, defined by (15);  338 
ρ = fluid density; 339 
Ω = transverse gradient of secondary flow term, defined by (13); 340 
α   = coefficients in (19); 341 
γ  = coefficient constants, defined by (18); 342 
η = coefficients in (30);  343 
µ = coefficient, defined by (21) 344 
τb = local boundary shear stress, defined by (15); 345 
ω = coefficients in (20);  346 
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Fig.1. A typical flow structure in a bend (modified after Blanckaert & de Vriend, 2010) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig.2. A sketch of a cross-section in a bend with secondary flow cells, where a flat surface is 
assumed as simplicity. 
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 Fig. 3. Curved experimental flume (after Booij,2003) 
 
 
Fig. 4. Velocity components from the experiments at locations equidistantly placed from the inner 
bank (left) to the outerbank (right) for the 135
o
cross-section. Vav =0.2ms
−1
 (after  van Balen et al. 
2009), where the circle symbols are measured data and the solid line denotes the model of van 
Balen et al. 
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Fig. 5      The lateral distribution of secondary flow term, Hu	v	
  versus y (m), where y varies from 
inner (left) to outer (right) side of channel  and the symbols denote the data from van Balen et 
al.(2009)  
 
 
 
Fig. 6      The lateral distribution of additional secondary flow term, 2ρ 	 +

 dz

   versus y 
(m), where y varies from inner (left) to outer (right) side of channel and the circles denote the data 
from van Balen et al.(2009) 
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Fig. 7.   The lateral distribution of total additional flow term, Hu	v	
 + 2ρ 	 +

 dz

 , where 
the symbols denote the data from van Balen et al.(2009) 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig.8 Sketch of a channel with two panels 
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Fig. 9  A sketch of a rectangular cross-section  
 
  
Fig.10  Result of modelled depth-averaged velocity for various n values (m=0, H = 0.052m) 
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Fig.11  Modelled depth-averaged velocity for two panels with various ratio of b1/B  (n =0.02, m=0) 
 
 
 
Fig.12  Modelled depth-averaged velocity with varying m1 values in panel 1 
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Fig.13  Modelled depth-averaged velocity with varying m2 values in panel 2 
 
 
 
 
 
Fig. 14  Sketch of a curved rectangular channel with transverse sloping bed 
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Fig.15  Modelled depth-averaged velocity with varying n values 
 
 
Fig.16  Modelled depth-averaged velocity with varying ratios of b/B 
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Fig.17  Modelled depth-averaged velocity with varying bed side slope ss values 
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